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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-20 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1,5-9,11,12 and 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Pat. No. 5,805,884 to Sitbon et al. in view of U.S. Pub. No. 
2003/00051150 A1 to Corbin et al. 

4. As to claim 1 , Sitbon teaches a method of providing command execution status 
of a command script to an application program (Col. 2 Ln. 60 - 67, Col. 3 Ln. 1 - 3, 37 - 
54), comprising: creating a return code file ("...temporary files..." Col. 6 Ln. 29 - 40) and 
storing a return code of at least one command of a command script in the return code 
file ("...temporary files..." Col. 6 Ln. 29 - 40). 

5. Sitbon is silent with reference to accessing the stored return code from an 
application program. 
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6. Corbin teaches accessing the stored return code from an application program 
(IConnectMachine 110 (data structure) page 7 paragraphs 0056/0059, page 8 
paragraph 0061). 

7. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the ad at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Corbin and Sitbon because the 
teaching of Corbin would improve the system of Sitbon by providing means for allowing 
one or more nodes to access the status information generated by the scripts in 
execution from over a network (Corbin page 4 paragraph 0035). 

8. As to claim 5, Sitbon teaches the method of claim 1 further comprising prompting 
execution of the command script from the application program (Col. 4 Ln. 9 - 25). 

9. As to claim 6, Sitbon teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the return 
code file comprises a file stored on a hard disk (Co1. 6 Ln. 29 - 33). 

10. As to claim 7, although neither Sitbon nor Lebow teach the method of claim 1 
wherein the return code file comprises a file stored on a RAM disk, the idea of storing 
files in a RAM disk is well known in that art. It would be obvious to one ordinary skill in 
the art at time the invention was made to store the return code file in a Ram disk in 
order to access memory faster and fooling the operating system into believing that an 
additional disk drive exists (Computer Dictionary 7 th Ed Microsoft Press page 330, 
column 1 paragraph 2). 
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11. As to claim. 8, Corbin teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the return code file 
comprises a file stored in any location recognized as accessible by a command 
processor (page 4 paragraph 0035). 

12. As to claims 9 and 12, see the rejection of claim 1 above. 

1 3. As to claims 1 1 and 1 6, see the rejection of claim 5 above. 

14. As to claims 1 7-1 9, see the rejection of claims 6-8 respectively. 

c 

1 5. Claims 2 and 1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Pat. No. 5,805,884 to Sitbon et al. in view of U.S. Pub. No. 2003/00051150 
A1 to Corbin et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of U.S. Pat. No. 
6,167,534 to Straahof et al. 

16. As to claim 2, Sitbon is silent with reference to the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
return code file is created by the command script. 

1 7. Straahof teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the return code file is created by 
the command script (Col. 14 Ln. 11 - 12). 

18. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Straahof, Corbin and Sitbon because 
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the teaching of Straahof would improve the system of Corbin and Sitbon by providing a 
method for producing scripts for load testing a software application in a client/server 
environment (Straahof Col. 1 Ln. 62 - 64). 

1 9. As to claim 1 3, see the rejection of claim 2 above. 

20. Claims 4,15 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Pat. No. 5,805,884 to Sitbon et al. in view of U.S. Pub. No. 
2003/00051150 A1 to Corbin et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of U.S. Pat. No. 6,526,524 B1 to Kelly. 

21 . As to claim 4, Sitbon and Corbin are silent with reference to the method of claim 
1 , wherein the return code file is created by the application program. 

22. Kelly does not explicitly teach to the method of claim 1 , wherein the return code 
file is created by the application program, however Kelly does teach creating user error 
table in a user computer memory storage (Col. 6 Ln. 63 - 66). 

23. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Kelly, Corbin and Sitbon because the 
teaching of Kelly would improve the system of Corbin and Sitbon by providing a method 
for notifying a programmer of an application error while running an application 
developed by the programmer (Kelly Col. 1 Ln. 53 - 57). 
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24. As to claims 15 and 20, see the rejection of claim 4 above. 

25. Claims 3,10 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Pat. No. 5,805,884 to Sitbon et al. in view of U.S. Pub. No. 
2003/00051150 A1 to Corbin et al. and further in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6,167,534 to 
Straahof et al. as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of U.S. Pat. No. 
6,745,383 B1 to Agarwal et al. 

26. As to claim 3, Sitbon and Corbin are silent with reference to the method of claim 
1 , further comprising verifying the existence of the return code file, prior to accessing 
the stored return code. 

27. Agarwal teaches the method of claim 2 further comprising verifying the existence 
of the return code file, prior to accessing the stored return code (Col. 2 Ln. 37 - 41 ). 

28. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the ad at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Agarwal, Sitbon and Corbin because 
the teaching of Agarwal would improve the system of Sitbon and Corbin by promoting 
recovery of a program via early warning system to avoid system failure/crash (Agarwal 
Col. 1 Ln. 62 - 67, Col. 2 Ln. 1 - 4). 

29. As to claims 10 and 14, see the rejection of claim 3 above. 



Response to Arguments 
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30. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-6 and 8-19 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

31 . Applicant's arguments filed 4/5/05 (with reference to claim 7) have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues in substance that (1) the Examiner's does not have any proof to 
justify or substantiate the "well known" statement. 

As to point (1 ), the idea of using Ram disk to store data is not novel and 
secondly, the cited reference (Computer Dictionary 7 th . Edition) is proof that using Ram 
disk to store data is well known. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles E. Anya whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3757. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8:30-6:00) First Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, An Meng-Ai can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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